The Japanese discourse particles (sentencefinal particles) ne and yone both have the functions that can be roughly characterized as the ⟨shared information⟩ use and the ⟨call for confirmation⟩ use. In the literature, an adequate descriptive analysis has not been obtained as to how the choice between the two particles is made. This paper aims to clarify discourse conditions under which ne and yone can be felicitously used.
Introduction
The Japanese discourse particles (also called sentence-final particles) ne and yone each have a variety of functions, and both have the functions that can be roughly characterized as the ⟨shared information⟩ (SI) use and the ⟨call for confirmation⟩ (CFC) use. The semantic effect of ne/yone in their SI use is comparable to that of English reversed polarity tag interrogatives 1 with a falling tone (e.g. He was here, wasn't he↘); that is, it conveys that S (the speaker) assumes that H (the hearer) has been aware that the propositional content (e.g., Ito's having been sullen in (1)) holds. The semantic effect of ne/yone in their CFC use is comparable to that of English reversed polarity tag interrogatives with a rising tone (e.g. He was here, wasn't he↗); that is, it serves to form a polar question with expectation of the positive answer (e.g., "Yes, I am Arai." in (2)). 2 1 See Huddleston and Pullum (2002:891-895 ) for a general description of English tag interrogatives. 2 The abbreviations used in glosses are: Acc = accusative, Attr = attributive, Ben = benefactive auxiliary, Cl = classifier, Some scholars treat yone as a sequence of the two discourse particles yo and ne. 3 I treat it as a single particle, however, based on the consideration that it is hard to compositionally derive the functions of yone from those of yo and ne. It should also be noted that, under the "sequence-of-two-particles" analysis, the different intonational properties of ne and yone cannot be easily explained (see Section 2).
In the existing literature (e.g., Takubo and Kinsui 1997 , Miyazaki et al. 2002 , Izuhara 2003 , Nihongo Kijutsu Bunpo Kenkyukai 2003 , Ohso 2005 , McCready 2009 ), a satisfactory description has not been obtained as to how the choice between the two particles is made. This paper aims to clarify discourse conditions under which ne and yone can be felicitously used. Section 2 illustrates, as a preliminary, intonational contrasts between the two parti-
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! 443 cles in their SI and CFC uses, to which relatively scarce attention has been paid in previous studies. Section 3 discusses the discourse-functional differences between ne and yone in their SI use. Section 4 discusses the discourse-functional differences between ne and yone in their CFC use. Section 5 presents a summary and concludes the paper.
Two points are worth noting before we proceed. First, the functions of ne and yone are not limited to the aforementioned two. There are many other, especially if one takes into consideration cases where they occur in environments other than at the end of a bare declarative 4 (e.g., at the end of an imperative, as in Kite-(yo)ne! 'Come!'). It is beyond the scope of the current work to discuss how the SI/CFC uses are related to the other uses. Second, the discussion in this work on the contrast between ne and yone by and large carries over to that between na and yona. Na and yona are discourse particles that have largely overlapping functions and distributions as (but tend to carry a more masculine and casual tone than) ne/yone and share the SI/CFC uses. The reason why this work draws on data with ne/yone is that they are more dominant in standard Japanese as far as the SI/CFC uses are concerned.
Intonational Properties of Ne and Yone
Ne and yone in the two uses illustrated above contrast as to compatibility with different intonation types. The current work adopts the four-way distinction of intonations: (i) the question-rise contour (annotated with "LH%" by Venditti 2005) , (ii) the insisting-rise contour (Venditti's "H%"), (iii) the flat contour (considered as "the absence of boundary pitch movement" by Venditti) , and (iv) the rise-fall contour (Venditti's "HL%") . Throughout the paper, I use the arrow symbols ↗, ↑, ↘ and ↑↓ to represent the question-rise, insisting-rise, flat and rise-fall contours, respectively (a similar notational convention is used in Kori 1997) . 5 Also, shorthand like "ne↑" will be used to represent "ne accompanied by the insisting-rise contour", etc.
The question-rise contour is more concave (scooped) than the insisting rise contour. The question-rise contour is typically (though not always) used in questions, as in (3a). The insistingrise contour adds an emotive and childish tone to the utterance when it occurs on a bare declarative, 6 and is exemplified in (3b). The flat contour is the unmarked intonation for declaratives, and is exemplified in (3c). The rise-fall contour consists of a rise and a fall following it, and is often accompanied by lengthening of the final vowel. The rise-fall contour is not used on a root declarative without a discourse particle, so that Mieru↑↓ sounds unnatural as an independent utterance. The rise-fall may occur sentence-medially, however, indicating that the utterance has not yet finished, as in (4). 7
(4) Mieru↑↓ see.Pot.Prs toki-mo↑↓ time-also atta↘ exist.Pst 'There were also, um, times when, um, (I) could see (it).' Figure 1 illustrates actual tokens of mieru with the question-rise, insisting-rise, flat, and fall-rise contours.
(5) shows with which intonational contours ne/yone in their SI/CFC uses can be combined:
Ne in its SI use may be accompanied by the insisting-rise contour, the rise-fall contour, or the flat contour. Ne with the rise-fall or flat contour conveys an added emotional tone in comparison to ne with the insisting-rise contour (Oshima 2013) . Also, ne with the flat contour appears to be stylistically more constrained than ne with the insisting-rise or rise-fall contour (Inukai 2001) . Ne in its CFC use is accompanied by the question-rise. Yone in its SI and CFC uses are accompanied by the insisting rise and the rise-fall contour, respectively (see Oshima 2013 for further discussion of the correlation between intonation types and the the functions of discourse particles). Pitch trackings of actual tokens of (6a-d) are presented in Figure 2 .
The ⟨Shared Information⟩ Use
This section discusses how ne and yone in their SI use contrast with each other in their discourseconditional distribution. The primary factor that conditions the choice between ne and yone in their SI use is whether the propositional content is information (belief) that S acquired in the discourse situation, or in other words, "on the spot" (what is called "newly-learned information" in Akatsuka 1985) . When this discourse condition holds, the choice of ne is compulsory and the use of yone is blocked. When the condition that the propositional content is added to S's belief store on the spot does not hold, yone is chosen as a general rule, but there are cases where the choice of ne is still possible. First, in an utterance (whose propositional content is assumed to be known by H and) whose purpose is to bring up a new discourse topic, not only yone but also ne can be used. (11) is a naturally occurring discourse segment in a novel; here, ne↑ can be replaced with yone↑ without leading to unnaturalness. Throughout the paper, examples that are adapted from naturally occurring texts (novels), including (11), are marked with the dagger symbol ( †) at the end, and their sources are provided in Appendix A. Also, for ease of presentation, some long examples are presented in the form of: (i) the preceding context, (ii) the key segment, and (iii) the following context, where original In the contexts of (12)- (14), it is also possible to use yone↑↓.
When none of the conditions discussed above that license the use of ne is met, yone must be chosen, or at least is strongly preferred (note that ne is acceptable in (15A) because it can easily be interpreted as an utterance to bring up a new discourse topic). (20) (An experienced cop is giving advice on investigation to a younger cop.) (i) "There is another thing to pay attention to. This often explains an unnatural death in an apartment, like the one we investigated this morning. In an old apartment, you should carefully check any hot-water heaters." In environments where neither of these discourse conditions that block the use of yone is met, the availability of ne is quite limited. To illustrate, in the contexts of (25)- (27), the choice of ne would be unnatural. 8 When the purpose of the utterance is to confirm that H agrees to comply with S's request, or that H approves S's action, on the other hand, yone can be used and often is the preferred option. There are, however, two more types of contexts where the use of ne is possible. The first is cases where the truth of the propositional content is a prerequisite for the speech act that S plans to perform subsequently. In (28), the truth of the proposition that B will be free in the evening is part of the preparatory conditions, in Searle's (1975) In (29)- (31), ne can be felicitously replaced with yone. It appears that in contexts where either ne↗ or yone↑↓ can be used, the former tends to sound more casual (less formal) than the latter. 9 Another kind of context where the choice of ne is possible is situations where S considers himself to carry the role of a "questioner", i.e., an interlocutor who is expected primarily to ask questions and gather information from the other interlocutor; typical examples of a questioner are a police detective questioning a suspect or a witness, and a journalist interviewing a celebrity. Two naturally occurring examples are presented below; in these discourse segments too, it is not unnatural to replace ne with yone.
(32) (i) He [= Detective Jimbo] quietly got off the car and passed through the gate of the ryotei [(Japanese-style luxurious restaurant)]. When he entered the entrance hall, a hostess in her sixties came out to greet
